^0-33004/99 


niTXTT 

vHKfi 


REGD.NO.D.L-33004/99 





4F]L!EI 


(Baxette of ^ndia 


EXHUORDB^Y 

wnm-^msA 
PART nt-Sectiim4 

y f ftwiR % uc^flid 
PUBUSSIEDBY AUTHOIUTY 


U 1951 
Na 195J 


^ 3RIRf 3, 2010/WWJT 12, 1932 

NEW DEUn, TUESDAY, AUGUST 3. 2010/SHRAVANA 12,1932 




asiflr^BRr 

•5*^, 28 2010 

/ 

TT, ^f^^jR^/28/200B-if!^it^ 1963 (1963 ^ 38) ^ «M 48 OT 

^ 3ratn ^ fir, ^nfWUT l^d^KI, Hldldiui ^ 

^ ‘WT ^ ^ 3IM 31^ fhen t i 

xrh ^qm ..„ 

(^5^, 2010 ^ 9^‘-qr^w) 

8 M, 2008 ^ #TfqcT t I 

2.1 %31^M 3R?1R 8 "qf, 2008 OT 'nf ^Icff ^ 1^ W t 


3042 Gl/2010 


(1) 





2 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part HI— Sec. 4] 

(i) . 6 2007 OT ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ gff aft? ^ giT ^ vcm^ ^ f 

afN M iJldicl^Uf ^ 1^ W 3^T| crfi, 31^ SIT 

arac^nte 3ng?2R>cTT ^ ^ ^ %ricT^ tg RiiitPi^Jfff ^ ^ 5 . 5.1 

^ 3T^ 7f>t ^ wc?r 11 

(ii) . ^ TO^-W-tfrcT ^ qlcfIcl'iOT ^ ^ ^ ^ 31^ 11 

(iii) . vjR^ 2008 m ^ ^srtM ^ 121 ^ tern^ ^ t i hsi#. 

q'ldid'^ui ^ ^ 3TO ■^, ^0 4457 /- TJf^ ^ ^ 3mncT 3ft? ?n»n^ f^t^iftr ^ 

^ 7i«ir cfTT 1 1 

(iv) . y-clldt^i ^ 7^3M^ ^ 3l‘«1l^<H %zn t ^ 31^ wff 4>t 

^ ^jeeiH? t 3it? |?T^ ^3M^ ^ 1TTEZR % %fcT?^ m f^4)T?T WTI^ ^I 

(v) . dtf^Re«w 3TarfcT cfT^ ^fer fci^r^ (#4fi^d) 3ft? ^ffer 

(4t#M?eT) ^ 3ft? ^ yfc)?q4t qoT^ c^ ^ cim 1 1 ^3Tt^l€t # 

TTTH^ 3TT??WJ^/W?r?tt TTmeFT 3ft? 3TH ^ TT??H^/cf>d4)rdl ^ ^ ^ 

('rftA^ei^) TPTT^ ^ ^ ^ qtdfd?^l ^ JXW^ 3Tfctf^ cTTW 11 

(vi) . ^3tt^ ^ 3jt? qtcTterm Rv^i-^'H 3n^i^ 45?^ dKid4)'i«i ?tt?M?cr 3jt? 4 

Mid Id'ey I yftRj sfPPRT: ?K] 41.50 's7ci'( 3it? 94.50 'S(c1'< ^ ^?tcT "qj^ ?t^| ^ 40 Tlf^ 3lAR4>t 

^ Wm ^ m to? ^ 1 ?, ^sitM qtcTiOT ctthh cpm ?o 2800 /- 
(tJJTfRjcr) ^ tTTfl? I 

(vii) . ^ ^ ^ ^ f^?, ^ ^ ^ fp|? ?*0 2000/— 3ft? oicTl tp^d’i ^ "^0 

1000 /— 'dAR^d ^ Tt^d cfj'idi yi'fiRtp eVii 1 y+ii? ^ 3 icini, ^ 750 /— yf^ 

?T% W^/3TT??W5lft ^ ?TFI ^ TmFt ^1 

(viii). ?T?itfecr y^ R?nM?ft cf^r ^ 5 . 5.1 PwtRn ^?ctt t f^ ter?^ ^ ^ ?TmT^ 

y5t ^ 7 ^ 1.5 ^ ^ Tjqr^ ^ ^ tnflvi hsijR, q'tdidyu) ^ yfw^ yjt mmi ^ 

ytdHiRd 3ft? ^ Rt? Rr»^d'! ^ uwiRd 

(ix). ^ ytdfcT?0T 7^ ^TTif^ ^ TiTdWld 31^ ??T 3Tg?ejT ^ ^3yeT«T t. ??Tf^ ??T^ ?Fjf?^ 

R4teTT ^ ^ v5TT ?T^| adcTRqrl 3Tf^. 3FT^ ?T?lt?H ^ ?lt?R HHWlRld ^T vifT 

'«4KfT 11 

2.2. ^ 3Ty^ ^yj^i ^ ?iiRci ^?^ y>T y?dT? R>qi t \JitR> RTHyc( yfer t:- 

"??T.11.5. M'ldld'i^l 7|^ C^ ^f, ^RR R^^t^d ^ y? vSHW: 


MMici^iui yyR wi c;\^tr 

Mldid'i^i yyr? VJI61 qM? 

3ft? ^ ^ ^ 

Mtdld^^ yPTR yl^i ytyf 

A— e\ V 

cTT HOT ?T 

(y? "^0 yf^ ^t^T^ 

(^ ?Jo ^ y^ ^t^Tj) 

(y? ?fo ^ yf^ ^tfTj) 

^aiT 


^ 13TT 


ciqi i|J3lT 


2000/- 

1000/- 

1600/- 

_800/- ■ 

1200/- 

600/- 


^ yT^*T? 3 ft? ch^d'jq.j; y>T7it y? '^\4 ^ fer^^-afftF ?[f|?T ws % 

47 ^ TTT^ yRq^ 3ft? 7iT;i ^ Tf]^ ^ W ?T^ 3T^q# qRtlgd 

?nl^TcT 11 






im 111 — 13 ^ 4 ] 
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3.1. M’ldW'iwi ^ ^ ^ w(^ ^ uwiRd % ^ ^ ^ mm t 

TO Tf^ ^ <1?^ ?Tf^ 11 ^ mm ^ wm !rr #j 

3.2. 2005 ^ y^ ^ ^ 5.5.1 ^ ter w Wm tern -a^ ^ te y^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ y^ ter mi t~ 

"5.5.1. Mlciici'^ui ^ te y^ #ti W yw cf^ mm ^3 ?rt^ w ^ whri wm 

y^T^ ^ te imFJt ^1.5^% 3!to ^ I ^ yj^ ^ ^ A 

y?^ s^ ^ te^RT cT^ 3?w ^(1^ w ^ y?^ ygrePT ^ te yj^ 

y?^ y»# (^ ^ 4.3 ^ tete ftecff ^ ar^r I) ^ ^ ^[ yRnte te 

yn^ I" 

3.3. ^3y^ terf^ i> ancrly? ^ ^ w t, ^ yrt mm #y ^f ^ tecr ^ 

^ teft y^ im, tecRoy ^ te y^ yrpj^ y?^ imR ^ 3342.75 y^ l(^o 2279/- m 75 
yfcRRT) + (550 2178/- 4>T 75 yter)j I y? ^ ^ qr ^o 4457/- yfcT ^t 

3.4. 3r^. yfy ^ te ^ te teFe y^ art^R^ ywy ^ ^yeREr y ii ^ wtrh By^ ywy 

y^ yR mm 11 wm^ iRp # wto: wwite yy arm yy ^ cr? y5t m m^ t mm 

yy y^ arf^ m ^ artej^ ter yn?n ti arc#? ate ^f y^nte y^ yn^ yicft mi yy ^lar! ^ te 

arl^v^te y^c^ ^ arm yy aryyy f^yte y?f yrrt yifly; a# yccpr/yter afty ^ ^syytearf gw 
yy^ yr?yf^ aryyy M y#7 i yf tey^ yr^ 2005 ^ ^ 2.17.1,2.17.2 afty 2.17.3 ^ y5t 

M 11 ^aM^ ^ mi y>nte1^ m ^^m»i ter ycfly yff te t. yy# ^ aab 7 /- y>t yy ^ tery ^ te ^ 
yftey afty tetyyiaff y^t yyifnr ywtet yym ^ 4457/- y% ^^li^^ y5t y^ y>y^ yryy ^af^M giyr 
y?^ v3ycw yff ^^yiyr yyi arri ^yrte. ^afliMt % yy te^ 18 ^ 2GO8 ot ^ ^ ar^ ter 

w an I ^afiM ^ aiy^ yy te^ 7 vpn^ 2008 gm wRi'Hiy te t Sty te^ct vif^te ter w t- 

(I). -^aM^ ^ yyypT ^ yj^ ^ te tet yy ^ am ^f, arryry ^ ^ te srryicT ^ 

te (60 ylcRm ^ yiy) ynyi^ ?rp[,y^ a#? tefy ^ # te tefy yj^ i|g yrmr^ cfi^ y^ 
arcry-arcfy y»rT% y>t y^ «5! aik ^ ^ yyjjr ^ ilt yjo 4457 y^ M M ^ 
te yn^ «»# «it y # yi^j ap5^ ^ sng^ ^ ^ 

yyi ^ ff^ ~> p y ^ te ^ yy ^ ^ ym. ^aftM ^ yM 2005 ^ y^ 
terf^rW ^ ^ 5.5 l 1 yy armiy ter 11 _ 

(ii) . Fyr^ aronyr, ^ yr^ 2005 ^ rrg^ te#M ^ ^ 5 . 5.1 ai^yry ^ ^ te ^^aftM ^ yyyiy 

^ y>i^ yryEny y^ t, F^rte ^aflfet ^ ym ^ f^wr yff t y^ iei%r ^yrart ^ te y^yte 
arf^Rj^ y^ ^ arm yy y^ yj^ ^ te, ait ^ ^ ^ yryen^ m ar^^ ^ ly 
te^RT yj^ ^ te y^ yy teky y»^ ^ y?^ yry^ ^f ^0 4457 ait 1 

(iii) . y? yiyiFyi ^ yy^ yrfly fl> ^artit^t ^ yRl 2005 ^ ^ ^ zi 7.3 i> teki ^ ym 

y^j^ y^ terr t r 

4. tekci yypr# yter ar^m^ ^^rtM ym yrte ter w jtrit^ yte teteart ^ tetef i> 
teytete ter warn TO’lwrar't ^ w tetef y(ci^ ^ y^y M ar^i^ y>t y^ affi 

5. ym ^ tey-tef teyrflyf «)l^4>yuj ^ ^lyte ^ ^ mmm f 1 yM ^ teWr 

yy yTR yrn’Riy) ysrf y>t arcPi-^ anyyii t ^yirify http://tariffauthority.gov.in yy ^ mmi y^yry 

ynt^i 

6. Fyr ^yr^ y^ yy^yjft ^ itm y^ y>t M y^^ ^ yR^ telcrte ## M t- 

(i). Fyr yrl^mR ^ ^arkM ^ yt^ yyyry ar^ytf^ ^ ^y 29 teyy 2006 y^ yy> arr^ yr#r 
ter «m yr^ 2001 ^ arf^ ^arkM w yr?jtf^ yyyn ykrkR^ ^ y^RB ^ te ^ 
PuyfRci yRcTT 11 Fsnf^r, ^afrtft^ ^ ary^ y^ ^ teciy^ yj^ ^ y?ycH ^ te yy 
y^y y^ ter arr afr Fy^ ^rm yy teyy 2006 ^ tefcT ter w arr# ^afkM ^ tecr 
im yrncry yy^ I alk ykrici^ yj^ ^ ytricry yff ter yncrr ti yRB ^ m ^ teem 
yy^ y^t ynte ^ ^ te y»t yr^Rcr mjjr y>t aft ark yy^ yrte ter ti 

(Ii). telyte ^ tette FRT ywrte yy pbct yryafy ter t. Fyrte. fyr ^ yrp^ 
^yyi^ te y^t aft I. 
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(ili). ^ cicfiTR ^ f % srt y^wiRd ^ witoart ^ 

% Tn#ftT WT OT w 2005 ^ ^ ^ 5.5.1 ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f I ^ 2005 t f^?TTf^ WT ^ ^ 15KT 

aitecm ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ Wf ^?TRTf 4^ f^<fjTl^4»K ^ f I ^ 

inte^ ^ 2005 ^ Ti^ ^ ^ 5.5.1 ^ arffROT ^ ^ 

^ 11 ^ ^ ar^r^jR t ^ qif^if^<D 

f^-1W i> mm m 2005 ^ ^ ^ 2 . 16.1 ^ w ^ mm ^ ^ 

^ WRIT t. ^ ^ ^ cftl 

(iv) . ^ 2005 ^ f^?TlM?l! ^ #s 5.5.1 ^ W vjf^l^, ^ II^WT ^ HWJt 

^ 3 TMR 3 T 2 M ^ WTRT ^ TT?WT ^ f^ IRR f | 

T5cRf^ W if ^ 3TFT-^ 51?^, vjTcRTR ^ W cT^ ^ ^cRT^ ^ 

^ ^ W: ajk ^ ^ fcTW afH/feTW ^ ^ ^ ^ 

MRq^i ?nfir^ ^ WRIT 11 cT^ W ^ ?FT v3^ % f^#cT 11 ^ 

4v^ STR-^ ^ WT^ ^ TPTR, uTeRTR ^ W 

w> aiaicfT f^c^: TF^ ^ ^ 1^ ^ ^ w^ 3#^ aw cM ait^ ^rflJT 

W ^ ^ ^ ^ rR^ WRtT ^??TT 11 

(v) . (4)). wVm^I. 4>'ld4)lctl ^ TRTTcft ^ aiTW ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^TT*T^ ^ 

Rratcl ^ ^ ^ t twfR) Pl^iid ^ Tj^ tiic^c<r) m. f^^RtcT 

arpjTTcT i> ^ ^ #t ^Rrit 11 WcT ^ w^wr, mWcI'^ui tthr 

^ t?ft ^^RRTt ^ Rr f^EifRcf w ti iSRflyR f^, aiRira' fcR f^IRa 

Mtdid'iui Tmr^ ^ wtt ^ Rr Rr w f i 

(^). ?tc^qi 4>Welcr(l (W^Rfl) t{lc>l^cq) ^ anWT W P)^fcf ^ ^ T^^RPW "tl 
Mldiciyui ^ w ^ WRcr w 11 i> 

qtmcR^ TRR qR4)cPl ^ -^WT ^ W fMRcf aiRf-^ TTF^ TTRR im ^ 

W fi 

(^). ^ A afR TftpiRft ^ ^ Rnj f^iRd 

•EWW^ 45t WTW ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f? afR ^ TT^iRft TlkllcTW 

m WT^ c^ ^ fcR R!s?f% afRr-^ mi\ m ^ 

afR ^ Rttt 3TcFT-aT^ mR^iRw %t w 11 

(vi) . wn^ ^aitW ^ ^wt ^ WR^r Mi'HPlq^ sr^wr ^ ^ ^ ^f 

^ ^ afR in^ 2005 ^ vi^ f^9TTRrW ^ ^ 5.5.1 Rrj PitiRui ^ ar^^ ^ 

^ a^ ^noft ^ ^ 1^ WR W 3TTWT afR ^qfcT ^ W W> ^ 

TT^ afR ^ ^ afR TifFt ^ ^ cT^ ^ mR^iRtct 45t 11 ^ qR4>cH ^ 

WFTT af^cf'ff^ c^ w ^ ww tor W 11 

(vii) . ■^afftit^t ywiRci ^ ^ gcHT ^ aft tt^ M f ^aftM OT wwif^ ^ ^ t3^w 

f I ktr ^r WTT ^ ^aWl^ FRT Mwil^d cR, ^ ^ afR ^loft ^ f^. wn^ 
^ ^ ar^ ar^iTTW m ansnRa f i t % ywiRd ^ f^eiiRd affH-^ 

yF?w imr^ afR uTcftt^ ^ w wt ^ '^smi ^ Rr ^ wi qR^iRid mz ^ M 
f! FWTT ttut t, arflFgf^ ariWcm ^ #1ti ^ tjiRiR<i4> 

^^3TTETT?xr?^aM^^R^RRRF^^^^artW)Rt,cfn ^ - 
(viii). ^aflto FT^ ywiRd tte^oT ^ en^ ^ ^ Rr? ?Rf afRi-^ vimmi 

iifrfftRr afR aremFr-TTF wtrrot ^ ^ tstoRt ?nte ^ 1 1 aicr. wwif^ ^ afRr-'^ 

3TF7fH -47t alR u)cWFT/?T^ ^HIOT ^ ^ TWIT? i> 

wpw: wfti^ ^ ^ 11 

7. ^tR'TIWF^, afR W q>!'i‘'i) afR trtt f^^isj-R+i^sI ^ an^ ^ q^tnn ^ 

RlHl^te TTTcm ?nte 1^ WfT t:- 


"v^.11.5. M'ldld'iWi ^ WT^ A f^Hfolfed ^ m ^»^R>d wm TW^ 



[m III—4] 


w ^ wm i 3raT«lRtrT 


3. 
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w>Tt m tiie!(i<^, ^ ^ 31 ^ 1 -^ imR, 
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a ^ IRTISH iTO ^ siiSRjti^T ^ elite ^ 15 M ^ irm4t #ni 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 


Mumbai, the 28th July, 2010 

No. TAMP/28/2008-KOPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the proposal from the Kolkata Port 
Trust for prescription of rates for transhipment containers as in the Order appended hereto. 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/28/2008-KOPT 

Kolkata Port Trust „ Applicant 

ORDER 


(Passed on this 9th day of July, 2010) 

This case deals with the proposal dated 8 May 2008 received from the Kolkata Port Trust 
(KOPT) for fixation of rates for transhipment of containers. 


2.1. The main points made by KOPT in its proposal dated 8 May 2008 are summarized below: 

(i). At the last revision of the Scale of Rates of KOPT vide notification dated 6 February 2007, 
KOPT did not propose any rates for transhipment containers and maintained that only 
feeder vessels operate at KOPT and transhipment of containers does not take place from 
KOPT. However, it requested that to meet any unforeseen requirement, a separate rate 
for transhipment containers may be considered in accordance with Clause 5.5.1 of the 
tariff guidelines. 


(ii). Some container MLO-cum>vessel operators have requested for separate rates for 
transhipment containers. 

(iil). 121 containers have been transhipped at KOPT In the month of January 2008. However, 
in the absence of any separate transhipment rate in the KOPT Scale of Rates, a rate of 
Rs.4457/- per TEU has been levied as applicable for norma! import leg and normal export 
leg. 

(iv) . The COntainer-cum-vessel operators have represented to KOPT stating that the above rate 

is higher as compared to other container handling ports and this would jeopardize the 
development of a transhipment route through the KOPT. 

(v) . There Is a huge cost difference between KOPT and the two competing ports in the 

particular logistics i.e., Chennai Container Terminal Limited (CCTL) and Visakha Container 
Terminal Private Limited (VCTPL). Moreover, In case of KOPT, there is a further additional 
cost of handling transhipment containers on account of RMQC/MHC operation diarges 
and On Board Handling / Calcutta Dock Labour Board (CDLB) charges. 

(vi) . In order to attract transhipment business to KOPT the costing should be somewhat in 

between the transhipment charges at CCTL and VCTPL which are 41.50 Dollars and 
94.50 Dollars respectively. Considering an exchange rate of Rs.40 per LIS$, the 
transhipment cost at KOPT should be around Rs.2800/- per TEU (rounded off). 

(vii) . To arrive at this rate, it may be relevant to charge a consolidated rate of Rs.2000/- per 

TEU for loaded container and Rs.1000/- per TEU for empty container. In addition to the 
aforesaid charge, an amount of Rs.750/- per TEU will be leviable for handling container 
with MHC/RMQC. 


(viil). Clause 5.5.1 of the revised tariff guidelines prescribes that the rates for transhipment 
containers should not exceed 1.5 times the rate of the normal container. However, to 
promote and explore the possibility of handling transhipment containers, lower rates have 
been proposed. 

(ix). As traffic projection in respect of transhipment containers is not available at this stage, 
revenue implication of the same could not be furnished. Additional surplus, if any, may be 
adjusted during the next revision. 
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2.2. KOPT has proposed to incorporate a new section in Its existing Scale of Rates, which 

reads as follows: 

“8.11.5. In case of transhipment container, consolidated charge at the following rates shall 
be levied. 


Transhipment charge 
where both legs are 
foreian 

Transhipment charge where 
one leg is coa^i and ofoer 
leg is foreign 

Transhipment charge 
wh«e both legs are 
coastal 

(Rate in Rs. per TEU) 

(Rate in Rs. per TEU) 

(Rate in Rs. per TEU) 

Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

Loaded 

Empty 

2000/- 

1000/- 

1600/- 

SOCK- 

120Q(- 

600/- 


Note: The above rates include wharfage on container and containerized cargo, 
transportation from quay to container yard including lift-off at the yard 
and subsequent transportation from container yard to quay including lift* 
on at yard' 

3.1. As can be seen from the note proposed to govern the proposed rates for handling 
transhipment containers the proposed rates Include whar^ge element. The existing Scale of Rates also 
prescribe handling charges for handling a normal container. 

3.2. The stipulation made in Clause 5.5.1 of the tariff guidelines of March 2005 is reproduced 
below \Mth reference to ftie prescription of handling charges for transhipment container: 

“5.5.1 The handling charges for transhipment containers shall be concessional. Such 
charges shall not exceed 1.5 times the handling charges for the normal handling 
operation in loading or unloading cycle. In the case of transhipment of coastal 
containers, the concession in hai^ling charges prescribed above shall be 
calculated with reference to the applicable handling charges (which are subject to 
the concessions specified in clause 4.3 above) for coastal containers for the 
normal handling operation in loading or unloading cycle." 

. ' ’ ■ ■ • ■ ■ 

3.3. Seen in the light of foe above guideline, incase of transhipment container, which appears 
to be coastal In foe Import teg and foreign in the Export leg. the applicable handling charges leviable for 
transhipment containers appears to be Rs.3342.75 per TEU {(75% of Rs.2279/-) + (76% of Rs.2178/-)}. it 
was not clear how the KOPT levied Rs.4457/- per TEU. 

3.4. Further, whenever a specific tariff for a service is not available in foe notified Scale of 
Rates, a Major Port can submit a suitable proposal. Simultaneously with the submission of proposal, the 
proposed rate can be levied on an ad hoc basis till the rate is finally notified. The ad hoc rate to be 
operated in the interim period must be derived based on existing notified tariffo for comparable services; 
and, it must be mutually agreed upon by the Port/ Terminal and the concerned users. This methodology 
has been prescribed in Clause 2.17.1, 2.17.2 and 2.17.3 of March 2005 guidelines. The KOPT does not 
appear to have followed the said methodology, as computation for deriving foe rate of Rs.4457/- and 
documentary proof showing the consent of users was not made available to us earlier by KOPT while 
levying Rs.4457/- per TEU. The KOPT was, therefore, requested vide letter dated 18 June 2008 to clarify 
the position. The KOPT responded vide Its letter dated 7 July 2008 and stated that: 

(i) . In the absence of any rate for transhipment containers in the Scale of Rates of KOPT., the 

normal applicable rates for import containers (after 60% discount) for import leg and 
normal applicable rates for export containers for export leg were levied separately and 
recovered from the Line. Therefore, Rs. 4457 per TEU was the total of the normal 
applicable charges for both legs and not a rate derived in terms of Clause 5.5.4 of March 
2005 tariff guidelines. Each leg was considered separately for levy. However, while 
proposing separate rates for transhipment containers, KOPT has followed Clause 5.5.1. of 
March 2005 tariff guidelines. 

(ii) . Further, as there is no provision in the Scale of rates of KOPT for levy in terms of Clause 

5.5.1. of March 2005 tariff guidelines, KOPT has no other alternative but to charge on the 
basis of actual notified tariff for comparable services, which was Rs. 4457 In this case, 
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before fixing any ad hoc rate for transhipment containers following the provisions of the 
said Clause. 

(iii). It may be appreciated that KOPT has not levied any charge In contrary to Clause 2.17.3 of 
March 2005 guidelines. 

4. In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the proposal filed by the KOPT 
was circulated to the concerned users seeking their comments. The comments received from the users 
were forwarded to KOPT as feedback information. 

5. The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the office 
of this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received will be sent separately to the relevant parties. 
These details will also be made available at our website http://tariffauthority.gov.in 

6. With reference to the totality of information collected during processing of the case, the 
following position emerges: 

(i) . This Authority had passed an Order on 29 December 2006 approving the existing Scale of 

rates of KOPT. The pre-revised Scale of Rates of KOPT approved in March 2001 
prescribed rates for handling transhipment containers. However, the KOPT did not 
propose rates for handling transhipment containers in its tariff proposal which was decided 
in December 2006 on the ground that only feeder vessels operate at KOPT and containers 
transhipment does not take place. The port has felt the need for rates to govern 
transhipment containers subsequently and has filed the proposal in reference. 

(ii) . The users have unanimously endorsed the rates proposed by the KOPT, hence, no joint 

hearing was held in this case. 

(iii) . A distinct feature of the present proposal of the KOPT is that the rates proposed by the 

KOPT and unanimously endorsed by the users are lower than the rates that ought to be 
fixed following Clause 5.5.1. of the tariff guidelines of March 2005, as admitted by the port. 
The tariff guidelines of March 2005 has provided discretion to the port trusts to charge 
rates lower than the ceiling rates fixed by this Authority. Therefore, this Authority proceeds 
further to fix ceiling rates for handling transhipment containers folloyiflng Clause 5.5.1 of 
the tariff guidelines of March 2005. Notwithstanding, the KOPT has flexibility to charge 
lower rates if it so desires, as provided for in Clause 2.16.1 of the tariff guidelines of March 
2005, based on commercial considerations. 

(iv) . As noted in Clause 5.5.1 of the tariff guidelines of March 2005, the base for prescription of 

charges for handling transhipment containers is the charges prescribed for handling 
normal containers in ioading or unloading cycle. The activities in the unloading cycle may 
include on-board handling of containers, use of cranes for discharge of containers from 
ship to shore, transportation of containers from quay to container yard Including lift on / off 
at quay and yard. In loading cycle, the order of services are reverse to that of unloading 
activity. This apart, all containers Including transhipment containers attract wharfage. The 
existing Scale of Rates of KOPT prescribe wharfage, on-board handling charge for 
providing on-board labour, use of cranes for discharge of containers from ship to shore or 
vice versa and transportation of containers from quay to yard including lift on and lift off. 

(v) . (a). Incidentally, at Kolkata Dock System (KDS) the wharfage In respect of loaded 

containers in import leg is different from that of the loaded containers in export leg 
as there are three categories of wharfage In case of import as against single 
wharfage rate for export. In view of this position, transhipment charges are 
prescribed for three categories at KDS. For this purpose, wharfage prescribed for 
import categories are considered for calculation of transhipment charges. 

(b). At Haldia Dock Complex (HDC), the wharfage rate is uniform for import as well as 
export leg. Therefore, transhipment charge is prescribed as a single category at 
HDC. In computing transhipment charge for HDC, the on-board handling charges 
as prescribed in the Scale of Rates is taken into account. 
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(c). In respect of empty containers, taking into account the uniform rate of wharfage 
prescribed for handiing empty containers at KpS and HOC and considering the 
on>board handing charges prescribed for handling empty containers at HOC 
transhipment charges for empty containers are worked out separately for KDS and 
HOC. 

(vi) . Taking into account the relevant handling rates prescribed In the existing Scale of Rates of 

KOPT for handling normal containers and following the stipulation made in Clause 5.5.1 of 
the tariff guidelines of March 2005, the charges for transhipment of loaded and empty 
containers when both import and export legs are foreign, where one leg Is coastal and 
another leg is foreign and where both legs are coastal have been worked out. The 
calculation sheet for computation of charges is attached as Annex. 

(vii) . In comparison with the rates proposed by the KOPT, the rates that have emerged are 

seen to be higher than the rates proposed by KOPT. It has to be kept in view that the rates 
proposed by KOPT, both for loaded and empty containers, are based on approximation to 
best suit market conditions. It is noteworthy that the proposed rates do not appear to 
reckon with the‘prescribed on-board handling charges and cranage for discharge of 
containers from ship to shore. As stated earlier, the rates notified will be ceiling rates. 
Therefore, the KOPT has flie flexibility to charge, lower rates, If it so desires, based on 
commercial considerations. 

(vii). The conditionality to govern foe application of transhipment charges proposed by KOPT 
does not include the activity of on-board handling and use of cranes for ship-shore 
transfer. Therefore, the proposed conditionality Is modified suitably to include the charges 
for the activity of on-board handling and for use of equipment for ship / shore transfer. 

7. in foe result, and for the reasons given above and based on a collection application of 

mind, the followng provision in the easting Scale of rates of KOPT is inserted: 

“8.11.5. In case of transhipment container, consolidated charge at the following 

rates shall be levied. 


Sr. No. 

Categories 

Transhipment 
rates if both 
legs are 
foreign 

Transhipment 
rates if both iegs 
are coastal 

Transhipment 
rates if one leg is 
foreign and one 
leg is coastal 

1 

At KDS 




(a) 

Loaded 





- Category 1 

4392,00 

2635.00 

3514.00 


- Category 11 

6822.00 

4093.00 

5458.00 


- Category 111 

9792.00 ■ 

5875.00 

7834.00 

(b) 

Empty 

2030.00 

1218.00 

1624.00 






il 

AtHDC 




(a) 

Loaded 

4763.00 

2858.00 

3811.00 

(b) 

Empty 

2401.00 

1440.00 

1921.00 


Note: The above rates are consolidated for both unloading and loading cycles and 
include wharfage on container and containerized cargo, on board handling 
charge for providing on board labour, use of RMQC/ MHC, transportation from 
quay to container yard including Ilft-ofF at the yard and subsequent transportation 
from container yard to quay including lift-on at yard" 

8. The above amendment to the Scale of Rates shall come into effect after 15 days from the 

date of its notification in foe Gazette of India. 


RANI JADHAV, Chairperson 
[ADVT.III/4/143/10-Exty.l 
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